Consent 1/22/2008 ltem #5

SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-2468-07/BHJ - Master Agreement for National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Services

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts
AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: David Santiago EXT: 7106
MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:

Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-2468-07/BHJ - Master
Agreement for National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Services with CDM,
Inc. of Orlando; MACTEC Engineering & Consulting, Inc. of Orlando; and BCIl Engineers &
Scientist, Inc. of Orlando (Estimated Usage of $475,000.00 per year).

County-wide Ray Hooper

BACKGROUND:

PS-2468-07/BHJ will provide professional services related to the County’s NPDES permit
requirements. These requirements may include, but are not limited to, surface water
management system inspections and retrofit designs, annual report preparation, TMDL
development and support services, training and monitoring.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received sixteen (16) submittals (listed
alphabetically):

* BCl Engineers & Scientist, Inc.

* Bentley Architects & Engineers, Inc.

* Bio-Tech Consulting, Inc.

+ CDM, Inc.

* E Sciences, Inc.

* EMS Scientist, Engineers and Planners, Inc.
* H & T Consultants, Inc.

* MACTEC Engineering and Consulting, Inc.
* PSI, Inc.

* Qore Property Sciences

* Reiss Environmental, Inc.

* Royal Consulting Services, Inc.

» Storm H20, LLC

* Sutron Corporation

* TEK Science and Engineering

* Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Albert English, Roads-Stormwater Division
Manager, Public Works; Mark Flomerfelt, Principal Engineer, Public Works; Kim Ornberg,
Principle Engineer, Public Works; and Shannon Wetzel, Principle Environmental Scientist,



Public Works, evaluated the submittals and agreed to shortlist six (6) firms. The Evaluation
Committee, with the exception of Gloria Eby, Project Coordinator Il, Public Works and
Marianne Pluchino, Senior Environmental Scientist, Public Works (unable to attend
Presentation Meeting), interviewed these firms giving consideration to the following criteria:

* Project Approach and Understanding Project
« Similar Project Experience
* Innovative Ideas

The attached backup documentation includes the Bid Tabulation, the Presentation Summary &
Scoring Sheets, the Evaluation Scoring Sheet and the Project Scope. The Evaluation
Committee recommends that the Board approve the ranking below and authorize staff to
negotiate rates with the top three (3) ranked firms in accordance with F.S. 287.055, the
Consultants Competitive Negotiation Act (CCNA):

CDM, Inc.

MACTEC Engineering & Consulting, Inc.
BCI Engineers & Scientist, Inc.

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

Reiss Environmental, Inc.

E Sciences, Inc.

agakwbd=

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for
PS-2468-07/BHJ - Master Agreement for National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Services with CDM, Inc. of Orlando; MACTEC Engineering & Consulting, Inc. of
Orlando; and BCI Engineers & Scientist, Inc. of Orlando (Estimated Usage of $475,000.00 per
year).

ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-2468-07_BHJ Backup Evaluation Scoring Sheets

Additionally Reviewed By:

2 County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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B.C.C. - SEMINOLE COUNTY, FL
PS TABULATION SHEET

ALL SUBMITTALS ACCEPTED BY SEMINOLE COUNTY ARE SUBJECT TO THE COUNTY'S TERMS
AND CONDITIONS AND ANY AND ALL ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS SUBMITTED BY

PS NUMBER: PS-2468-07/BHJ
THE PROPOSERS ARE REJECTED AND SHALL HAVE NO FORCE AND EFFECT. PS DOCUMENTS
_ L FROM THE PROPOSERS LISTED HEREIN ARE THE ONLY SUBMITTALS RECEIVED TIMELY AS OF
PS TITLE Master Agreement for National Pollutant Elimination THE ABOVE OPENING DATE AND TIME. ALL OTHER PS DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE
Discharge System (NPDES) Services TO THIS SOLICITATION, IF ANY, ARE HEREBY REJECTED AS LATE.
DATE: October 17, 2007 TIME: 2:00 P.M.
RESPONSE -1- RESPONSE -2- RESPONSE -3- RESPONSE -4- RESPONSE -5-

BCI Engineers & Scientists,
Inc.

2000 E. Edgewood Dr.
STE 215

Lakeland, FL 33803

Timothy Kelly, P.E.
(863) 667-2345 — Phone
(863) 667-2662 — Fax

Bentley Architects + Engineers,
Inc.

665 West Warren Ave.
Longwood, FL 32750

Molly A. DeVivero, P.E.
(407) 331-1616 — Phone
(407) 331-4566 — Fax

Bio-Tech Consulting, Inc.
315 N. Ferncreek Ave.
Orlando, FL 32803

Joseph Galletti
(407) 894-5969 — Phone
(407) 894-5970 — Fax

CDM

2301 Maitland Center Parkway
STE 300

Maitland, FL 32751

Brian W. Mack, P.E.
(407) 660-2552 — Phone
(407) 875-1161 — Fax

E Sciences, Inc.
228 S. Hughey Ave.
Orlando, FL 32801

James S. Bassett, P.E.
(407) 481-9006 — Phone
(407) 481-9627 — Fax

RESPONSE -6- RESPONSE -7- RESPONSE -8- RESPONSE -9- RESPONSE -10-
EMS Scientists, Engineers, H & T Consultants, Inc. MACTEC Engineering & PSI, Inc. Qore Property Sciences
Planners, Inc 9310 Old Kings Rd S. Consulting, Inc. 1748 33" St. 598 S. Northlake Blvd.

393 Center Poainte Cir.
STE 1483

Altamonte Springs, FL
32701

Nadine Gannon
(407) 260-0333 — Phone
(407) 331-4176 — Fax

STE 1001
Jacksonville, FL 32257

Stanley Hill, P.E.
(904) 419-1001 — Phone
(904) 419-1004 — Fax

4150 N. John Young Parkway
Orlando, FL 32804

Todd D. Schmitt
(407) 522-7570 — Phone
(407) 522-7576 — Fax

Orlando, FL 32839

Catherine M. Knapp
(407) 304-5560 — Phone
(407) 304-5561 — Fax

Altamonte Springs, FL 32701-
5228

Raymond A. Shriver, P.E.
(407) 645-3400 — Phone
(407) 467-0476 — Cell
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RESPONSE -11-

RESPONSE -12-

RESPONSE -13-

RESPONSE -14-

RESPONSE -15-

Reiss Environmental, Inc.
12001 Research Parkway
STE 228

Orlando, FL 32826

James A. Murin, P.E.
(407) 679-5358 — Phone
(407) 679-5003 — Fax

Royal Consulting Services, Inc.
211 West Warren Ave.
Longwood, FL 32750

Joel G. Jordan, P.E.
(407) 831-3095 — Phone
(407) 831-5095 — Fax

Storm H20, LLC
531 Cedar Forest Circle
Orlando, FL 32828

Patricia Tierney
(407) 474-8786 — Phone
(407) 281-7840 — Fax

Sutron Corporation
21300 Ridgetop Circle
Sterling, VA 20166

Siaka Kone, Ph.D.
(703) 406-2800 — Phone
(703) 406-2801 — Fax

TEK Science and
Engineering

3006 Moss Valley Place
Winter Park, FL 32792

Jeffrey Earhart, P.E.
(407) 677-1012 — Phone
(407) 677-1012 — Fax

RESPONSE -16-

Vanasse Hangen Brustlin,
Inc.

225 E. Robinson St.

STE 300

Orlando, FL 32801

Paul W. Yeargain, P.E.
(407) 839-4006 — Phone
(407) 839-4008 — Fax

Tabulated by B. Johnson - Posted October 22, 2007 (4:00 PM EST)

Short-listing Evaluation Committee Meeting: November 14, 2007 at 10:00 AM Eastern
Wekiva River Conference Room, 520 W. Lake Mary Blvd, Sanford, Florida 32773

Short-listed Firms: (Updated by B. Johnson 11/16/2007 @ 3:00 PM EST)
BCI Engineers & Scientists, Inc.
CDM
E Sciences, Inc.
MACTEC Engineering & Consulting, Inc.
Reiss Environmental, Inc.
Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.
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Presentations: (Updated by B. Johnson 11/27/2007 @ 3:30 PM EST)
December 19, 2007 at 1:00 PM EST
Community Services Conference Room #105, 534 W. Lake Mary Blvd, Sanford, FL 32773

BCI Engineers & Scientists, Inc. 1:00 - 1:25 PM
CDM 1:35-2:00 PM
E Sciences, Inc. 2:10-2:35PM
MACTEC Engineering & Consulting, Inc. 2:45 - 3:10 PM
Reiss Environmental, Inc. 3:20-3:45PM
Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. 3:55 - 4:20 PM

Ranking and Authorization for Negotiation: (Updated by D. Santiago 12/26/2007 @ 1400)
January 22, 2007 at 0930 Board of County Commissioners Chamber

1. CDM
2. MACTEC Engineering & Consulting, Inc.
3. BCI Engineers & Scientist, Inc.

Recommendation of Award:



PRESENTATION RANKINGS

PS-2468-07/BJH - Master Agreement for NPDES Services

BCi Engineers & Scientist, Inc.
CDM

E Sciences, inc.

MACTEC Engineering & Consuiting
Reiss Environmental , Inc.
Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc.

PRESENTATION RANKINGS

PS§-2468-07/BJH - Master Agjreement for NPDES Services

The Evaluation Committee agrees.to the following ranking:

- DATE 12/19/2007 TIME 1:00 PM EST
Albert English Mark Flomerfelt Kim Ornberg S. Wetzel ‘Total Ranking
3 3 2 2 10 3
1 1 1 1 4 1
6 5 5 5 21 5
2 2 3 2 9 2
5 4 6 8 21 5
3 6 4 4 17 4

Shannon Wetizel /

Kim Ornbefg




Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: BCIENGINEERS & SCIENTIST, INC.

QUALIEICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /&KW EJstSH.

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceplable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessrﬁent.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

ST oS ~ SouTH K457 ; Aee Task Arew ADRESS

Score 4 l
‘ {0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)

STRENGTHS, . SOITH FASTE I L wothive frz DaT 8 21 CountT1hS OUTFAL i SPRcTion S
LIPDES PansT AT AAYE ~ STREJETHS pow in Uss on) Dot P33 eT S deso

score 2%
{0-100)
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%)

;
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Score i "
{0-100)

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Poins)

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: CDM

" -
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /Qf AT fpdlo ) S
INSTRUCTIONS: Score eachvcrEterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help o be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

IO STA Dl S “THE TASK — At TR Ang APFroted | ST7#e0671/S

O T FASTER A SO S~ STRENGTHS | LferbmdG o) fHonjed ¢ Casaly JaSed - STl S
(IIDNEA CTAN D iile. AL STAR ot pA vt SVSLEm’ Cometn7ly (Sen FYTHE 2Ty
ST JCTHS

L[ u{
(0-100)

Score

Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)

ODut His Compeza )y LETolyTs o6 FnidS = Sinn ek i20adic?s ST72606THS
LWolehinds _AITH D57~ STl cnuitS = HASS _Qovie ) feAE JESLP

Sl AR sogse bJ/NPIKS AND Gol. = ST eNGTS wJf Pass ErodscTy
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Score 2o
(0-100}
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%)

/fZZAwsZAJG oo il Orcavida Far GOV, f/‘?&afﬁﬁfﬁﬁ’#ﬂf JE e gD — ST 12 ETHS

Score i 8

(0-100)

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points}

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ ~ Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: E SCIENCES, INC.

o e )
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: /46437“5/@ &Jé@ CH

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 ~ 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs dlarifications

Below 60 Unacceptabie, Needs major help fo be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

o Dost AT HAVE e IATA ZeeArDve Sozye v (DATA a7 E-GCimweS - WA kniy
MNPIBS s Tiogt Core LT & TH 1D TimE <weanoTiS
TRA LI B 12 ComPani 4 o ST EJGTHS /', ASS tJerlie @),/Sﬁ»:m. Ca. YEG atand.

Score 4O
~ (0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)

NODES (Joife For BT BY E-C2U RCES AS SimigArt @i — STIRENCTHS
L od (Aps NESOP (v PASS-STRENGTHS
Wonk v ) SEmmolt Cran Ty sri PASS/Frol se TS = STAENGTHS

Score < ¢
{0-100)
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%)
OsE of Q1S 4 BPS Forr Cotacrton S - STAENETUS
5% O SEwEs To Regucr TmOl's - STAENGTHS
Score_ 1 4.
(0-100)

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points)

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: MACTEC EGINEERING & CONSULTING, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ALISL27 £odeet SH.
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guideiines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: {50%)

TS — over Al Good PunYecT T dik Tidm BT MACTEC
DIE<as ThTlon) ISID /sT Colkn, AC ProNicTTAS A — b EAZIESSES

Score Lo
(0-100)
Criteria; Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)

1S BASE™S APDeS PaASS tlondk (R THIS AtAf K' MACTEC —STRENGTHS
LETLOFRITS ) ST T OF LagsEAde) PrRoNc T B9 MACTAC. ~ STEENGTHS
LAYE. 20 AEDE. ) i TE . HAVEJ - STreldaTHS

Score 24
(0-100)
Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%)

COBSULEACT <D ImeJTATIS N ¥ D S ~ STRENGTHS o 1 IoVATI oS (O LITER A

Score_ | ©
(0-100)

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points)

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ - Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: REISS ENVIRONMENTAL. INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 4( JEci ENGUSH

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

80— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Wealk, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 tUnaccepiable, Needs major help to be acceptable
Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)
' - 2 - T AN TASA, Presesrar 2es CRATERIA
SrzeneHS=CooD APProAcH TTo PZodecT AND TAK, CITaT 00 ADDRESSLTS Aee C

Score S I
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Criferia: Innovative Ideas: (20%)
Goad [ oudTive 1IDEAS ) MHTIER Jin of 6.1 S < MAP ST S
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Score__ ]
(0-100)

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points)

RANKING



_ Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 ~ 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70~-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help 1o be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: {50%)

GO BPPR . 0Ac H REeARDYNG AL TASE WiTel SOCNTEAM memPEens

Score __ 4 l
(0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)
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Criteria: Innovative ldeas: {20%)
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TOTAL S8CORE (0-100 Points)

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BH.J ~ Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: BCI ENGINEERS & SCIENTIST, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: B( Loaa \Sm({\_‘%’-

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the foliowing general guidelines:

20— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be accepiable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understandmg of Project; {50%) M ( ;
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/ p
Secime oo w) TR0 com D 1 RoredhE
oclon leve> Lo [ ongimdsh) Stes,
St LB \,.3%0.—\_‘2_., V"‘ A B Wi W\&ﬁ)‘( .
Trawnt [ MPL oy = LUW"LQ e ' C
—— Score .
- (0-100)

Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (Zﬁgy

S ?mﬁ B S @wgf’&» ‘f /Fhm Q)JJ////Y m»‘/c::ﬁ‘o«# pt
Dakt ¢ n\\é’&«ﬁitubw
ool @ LonZ [ledussman)  (lCeoe oy S

Qf\’\q Rt h}rd& A, iﬁwh poe ﬁ-{i@ - Score( | %é }
(0=

Y ot AT A

( % G &

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points)

RANKING
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Presentation Scoring Sheet

PS-2468-07/BH.J —~ Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: CDM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: FL- oM, & &P“g”’“‘“%y

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

20 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70 - 79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptiable as is

80 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unaccepiable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies te support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%) é@

{Z\*:\é\'@ua—é’m R C: . MT%E-&%;S
Ce e Lol . S Tafetdiem Tedoe %
id

Derhidess enflenS86a (0 a,gé‘%‘ ﬁﬂh%ﬂp .
: p@}sﬁmr@"@ - Score %7

(0-
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%) C’L’Z,} 7 % {?

’Vf’ Y A ﬁsfﬁl\/ "g{m%“ (nanw %@MA/

?ME« T, tﬁj 3 W“Q‘“Lf\m i Q""\k\@” b ! Q W(oam*"a‘
@@% @ \‘,”P;\”ﬂf“ﬂ)rﬁw Q‘Cﬁwr Ei\‘\o:\).«.b
Viie AL Won,\f_-/ e (B RN GY S LT £ S —— -

Dersoep G pd et OIQW“U—@FD BV A R amﬂaw Score (L%
(o 760)

_ Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%) «-@

Nudo > CL\)\\M@Q —g;;\/@;um\ wa‘hﬁ‘éﬁ;

L odSmve o Qnmp_,p Worde Pup g o

Tos & 7068 [Hois \tertFr o —
P ( fﬁ?{/ ¢ f \r@ fmﬁb scord | ¢ \\
SSMC ~ 1N adion™ w\)g‘,\}\ onig, —(b— o

WA 200/ P b rﬂm%rﬁgmg%x
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RANKING
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Presentation Scoring Sheet

PS-2468-07/BHJ —~ Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: E_SCIENCES, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ﬁ O e A Q«Q

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 fo 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

T0-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptabie, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)»——‘“10
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Presentation Scoring Sheet

PS-2468-07/BH.J — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: MACTEC EGINEERING & CONSULTING, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: WO ONS (:;;\_9'

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guideiines:

20 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%? .
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Presentation Scoring Sheet

PS5-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: REISS ENVIRONMENTAL. INC.

o
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ?’ LOuws Ad—e L 3/
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Cutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
- 80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as s

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptabie

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: {(50%) <L?9 O
Lo e (e S5 DA C%)Le uw [y o ““’”‘&m“ S

)
Fel — 1 rosu) J-vdfé'(‘"“c.:)f vofd L3 o
@n} ic"-'i;-j\(!‘%--“mgf e O et D) @.sc:;b - %

Score

{0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%) 0

ConSpyS /\,D ol wo sy 1] ‘6&'@
{}9@% i — ?%TW\’“ Lo wtlan M S ' \/":’Uf"J&L.‘“ ﬂ‘\_OQ F: Wy b Ay MME)
o~ Copelon. Co. s Doy Bree & w.;.*“éﬁ%/”fm

%
F

Score 1%
74 - (0-100)
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%) 7 L} ﬁm};
\» Y oy £ u‘:\e\} PRAY ) & %’“\JQ E}\G:(ffﬁ ﬁf}\ﬁ Sy
etk
Te=m_ Bdpr. c-s Fibcc o =
_ T - ;
ﬁ{\w"\ - Scor hq
(0-100)
TOTAL SCORE {(0-100 Points) ":F. Qa)

RANKING



M J/( @ ! Z// (51
Presentation Scoring Sheet

PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ T\ "Srwne A (;g %

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

20 -100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70 - 79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be accepiable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%) @

ébw%ma f,.:ré; U‘F F@a,u_}c:@_, . ﬁmm

Tacferdcg sy s LA fAb~d> [/ e

v ¥ "

S — S ane W BT & el BA 0w s S pond N Gt BLQ

M apend .
CoANED | Y '&‘Q; T M‘S Score %{

. {0-100)

Criteria: Simitar Work of Proposed Team: {30%) @

o T ’Frﬁj’%g"’“ L‘"’°E") Ao e %“L T3 2 /I%L,_wm —_

ﬂl@mo’&ﬁ"\} ‘XC'-”"C:’?OQ_-.W S e C(;«gﬁr‘@hm‘

Score 1%
(0-100)
Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%)

‘E‘" (»;,.”* m ﬂfi th - .r‘::‘% %;‘(“:‘.» {E“', -

o

é{f;:- Nf}ff' (A

Score L%

{0-100)

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points) 7 O

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
. PS-2488-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: BCIENGINEERS & SCIENTIST, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: K! e O n b@Yﬁ
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 — 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

, e R 94 ke

focti¥ i

[
@ dotn holes in Jn\#@n@f&l S‘ESLLWE!/; add'L datn collection | SWEM IS -expr ienced )’
Fieldcompirg | Likd Olpp (prokto vehDfd: - qurcmpw/ér»sfmm—

Score { 2 q 5)

(0-100)

Criteri& Project Approach and Understanding of Project: {50%)

Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)

Cirvendt NPDES rertwrt: invepdons [ Gnruial vefo
TN ok for DEP - aeﬁ;m TMDL< Lcdcum.fi LA /?’and*
Ho A pmmjwm

1)

Score 93 ( 2;% )
{0-100)
Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%)

SESNY v ichne/pre viena S wior i iv CovenBy 'y Fraining/ Qﬁfmwmw insperdimn presyam
frinsil n@f”ﬁm rlBO0 GuNCe ! vedicdion of mdmﬂj‘rﬁ“n & 7

Score 85 (1‘7.)

{0-100)

TOTAL SCORE {0-100 Points) _.EZQ__

RANKING Z _



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: GDM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: % im O, i’lm@?
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the followmg general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 — 89 Exceltent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 869 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

A Far 220 —evaluate
! ﬁ oo Ty <: -f’d,é{f‘ﬁ_j”?!}ﬂ '
Score I i
(0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%) Q=50

Steve= TMBL  Ponielle ~ PM/NPDES | Barika- NPDES
CESM = tramn ., Midimemusd Lradiol 12 POl TS permit (applicatipn
TIMDL PMAD gl ritrce

Score 80
(0-48330

Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%)

(o le Creey wiol. - FHowel] (mei{,&wim [ #SWWQ\ autorate.
12 AT VoS i LINCEAND
Insttufimnal {ﬂﬁmiléc'é‘f

Score ] G[
(0-%087 2.1

TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points) %_

RANKING - ‘ .___/



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS5-2468-07/BH.) — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: E SCIENCES. INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: K’ 14 0 n b@f j‘}
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 ~ 100 Quistanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savmgs
80 —~89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70~79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment,

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

Q¥

ﬁ(r]oi "L resoustes Mn’_m«for' Drdswtuncompliantd. piponle QIS invenda,

Fo W inCprrd g © v Maintenanis ;s o mn ub LHRTR: Co T 1ENIWAL —!fm mj% (i me«:ﬂﬁ/‘)@f‘@
Feld z’rw%-mﬁnwﬂ/a} e/ﬁ‘diﬁ.{"hw@/ N eidge. F AN =

Score q 2
(0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)

NPDES Ly periencs — DOT, enaual f@POfJ* mS‘{DcQUW r ?rdrf‘dﬁf‘qui
~@llutwtiond |, Bpoplas vJegup @M&P ,\le Aom hrmﬁl Bt prrien e

g}«fbﬂaﬁ@ WY WMD> on Comimereiol ] privite - ressoartn Pf%m
FDOT (0-100)

Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%)

cospol plesentoltion. ;. ypojoial treatmend o iy szN&// ( reek
inSHL nuent v eraad [ 2om Dmszaﬂm treatrmend)

rb’f‘@& DIOVE A 7 Per H’Z{_b/ ,»h/ Score (0/:1%)
low (0%‘?‘ ol Lt’i"g;)\ﬂ rermpinf |
TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points) X7

RANKING | | 5



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: MACTEC EGINEERING & CONSULTING, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Mm O r f\'!%f&\

) W, _
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90— 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respecis.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 68 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

rjteria; Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)
?\fbéfi%a o ‘
Sancardizatineizmizalim feld wit/GISEPS intesration ;
2t Mot h’@mﬁ?m - v
12 %&:Dcl .
% Score L1L 0

{0-%)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%) =

AnnShortelle. - excplonter rierce « Moty Woael jsta - Alan
Lynor -nPDES s Miccier -Tngprotions | Burns - Weter KISources)

CrtyOF Mevtlond L ¥ mSM#P&m; il itzend Pades Rrghaw (O

Ty Lk Score _2 |
(0-188)
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%) S

Subsurtoce. Sephimentatim Lhambers, vilian of SEJdkas)
Corrbpinie. TLAXOETS W/ Natwi Sy Stemn VeSisyatian | LID, Gliin—
[ZT% [d,mj A\ Stornuwlacter” feule.y ve developrmenct ” U

Score ! 7

: {0-468)
end cooct oger gL | =0
TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points) gl‘f

RANKING 3



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: REISS ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: Jdm DY n b@@
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs dlarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria; Project Approach and Understanding of Project: {50%)

perm it newals | worlind W oiies currently. | SN ma
racdey analuysic oot ol Waterbodiesy © e

Ciead TIADL L@ itnce. ot PM ex
Crveot GS eegerience )J NPDES MSet a%ﬁi(ﬁgm

Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%) IS LO_C,@ (g

Tim Murin(? EWSVC,\)'J Tien Monahan - constyuction/erk, ins peetyr
RO 8L Nevelonnagt

(116G [ Data et

J : At S SR 2. cellentexporiente
Col awdeson - T LT —made ] vview + TEuged oppreivnsy
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%) (0-100)
oot Lo didree.aller (D dwiu
rasrer Ma.ﬁt}e:ic&) ko Jong invf‘/m/ffcﬁ%,
wWietland score | |
= @MIS%ZLJ«&J@TMDL experiemnce. / / / (0-100)
' TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points) 77

RANKING L



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, INC.

QUALIEICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:M Y7L O‘ffﬂ EO@@

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs dlarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of ProMt {50%)

Fap, ,ﬁgqﬂ’\%@ﬂ/»d:ﬁdﬁ/!’b&’?‘ \,&V&*‘r{‘ For’ G‘Cﬁ\lo’hPQ
\fwm W Mm

5@%\4!\45 ~Sw dodaged Aoty zm@s«!cﬁ@ L
' Score / Z
(0-100)
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)
Michas ! Pateiron. _
_ Downtown OViedo- Jegnp Ehdin ~0Nveude.
STRW M pevinatted 157 MWM%&%@ :
8NN h@‘k@% * Score ZLIL
! P r&/{gh/ {0-100)
Criteria: Innovative Ideas: {20%) —HW\P/
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P rirng - i D ’VY‘«”’““T@{""X Seore (({-;ZO)
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TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points)
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Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ - Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: BCIENGINEERS & SCIENTIST, INC.

L
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: SMNNW /}Uxf, TELs
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
80 ~ 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80— 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in alf respects.
70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
60— 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

Foon  COMPREWEIIS INE o opmdiEw)  ofF oyl BEFeET Lo
TS Z PETLOFITS

[UEE — BN 7T A A GE L RIPRE T Bl oar
forpordG IR L ExPEZAEMCE ~ DEVEepIsG TS vor. DEF

Dreon (> VESET At iond a0 FTOR s Score ﬁ g
(0-100) O-5 O

Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: {30%) .
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(0-100) > - 5 ©
Criteria: Innovative ldeas: {20%) o
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il asreS  4aTh COLr G 1 DEaS
DerARASE. Foe 1AM . Ml RPTE S AT e R e s
: s
"'} AL W
Score__/ 6

(0100} o -0

TOTAL S8CORE {0-100 Points) mifa_

RANKING



Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS.2468-07/BHJ ~ Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: CDM

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: g HA VoL %) ETakss ¢
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 — 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 -89 Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70 -79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workabie but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

GOSN CoHVREAEINTINE.  OniDERSIMOI Aog, of WOE S PRoaes
LEEIIn0eS  MNEETT AT I G BXPER LAY WDitH DEP BE-ARGICATION
ETCoOM (e  TTMDL,  LNBERGT AN D0

Score é/ﬁ 5

6=100) &>—oe
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)
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4o=100) o 3D

Criteria; Innovative Ideas: (20%)
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TOTAL SCORE (0-100 Points) &7
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Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BH.) — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: E SCIENCES, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 5 ALAN 330 //U%TE &

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion ffom 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cos{/Time Savings
80 -89 Excellent, Very Good, Sofid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 — 869 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacoeptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)

PLOVIDE  S0PPorT SERNICES  Fop MPRE S soon

LN FRS Y A SYS 1ud Cn bt RS L PR amgs ’
e O TTRAL e O o Pany T
La M LT EED b L PSS DG Ty PER. D S

Score /O
{0-460) © — 5
Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)
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Score _ & S
{0-100) -3
Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%)
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TOTAL SCORE {0-100 Points)
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Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS5-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: MACTEC EGINEERING & CONSULTING, INC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: <¢{/\,<1 AN ot / \‘54‘7’“"‘:5' -
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:
90 — 100 Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

80 -89 Excelient, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

7079 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help o be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project; (50%)

GOC:;D- CoOUPAENTINS WE  J4fPFoA e A Wi MAaY lhELD \DEAS Fol

s HoUSE.  SYWET RN YOR. LINEMSTORY CEANIT
i1 fD N GEEFERS @D iasee Pl R SR A A e . T ey A B G;l‘i
SuS Y EAC L) [TR NATIRE L. B TEAM $ = STORMOAYER.  PARKS
o Score __ 7
(=t o- SO

Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)
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{8408 o —~ 2o

Criteria: Innovative Ideas: (20%)
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TOTAL SCORE {0-100 Points)
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Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: REISS ENVIRONMENTAL., iNC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: <¢£QJ\)J\)OU\J {/ )JKZFUE«(

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 - 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects,

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginail, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help o be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: {50%)

2els ‘;L\‘a GRorD  puyelftEw oF acks PECIC  UNRERSHTAND (NG
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Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: (30%)
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Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%)
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Presentation Scoring Sheet
PS-2468-07/BHJ — Master Agreement for NPDES Services

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: VANASSE HANGEN BRUSTLIN, iNC.

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: <H>Q/\) ISERY, Wfﬁ?’ S L
INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion from 1 to 100 based on the following general guidelines:

90 - 100 Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
80 —~ 89 Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

70-79 Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

60 - 69 Marginal, Weak, Workabie but needs dlarifications

Below 60 Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Describe strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your assessment.

Criteria: Project Approach and Understanding of Project: (50%)
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Criteria: Similar Work of Proposed Team: {30%)
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Criteria: Innovative ldeas: (20%})
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EVALUATION RANKINGS
PS-2468-07/BHJ - Master Agresment for National Pollutant Elimination Discharge System (NPDES) Services

G.Eby M. Flomerfel KOrnberg M. Pluchino A English 8. Welzel TOTAL POINTS RANKING

BCI Engincers & Scientists, inc. 3 2 2 2 4 2 15 2
Bentley Architects + Engineers, Ine. 11 13 10 12 8 18 67 12
Bla-Tech Consulting, Ine. 18 14 14 15 14 14 86 14
Ccbim 1 1 1 1 3 1 8 1
E Sciences, Ino, 4 5 11 5] 2z 8 36 4
EMS Scientists, Engineers, Planners, Inc g g 5 10 13 4 5 8
H & T Consultants, Inc. 16 16 15 18 16 12 g1 16
MACTEC Engincering & Consulfing, Inc. 2 3 4 3 1 3 18 3
PSI, Inc. 5 8 g9 7 & 10 47 7
Qore Property Sclences 13 15 18 14 15 16 89 15
Relss Environmental, inc. ’ 10 4 3 4 10 5 38 4
Royal Consuiting Services, Inc, 8 10 & 8 7 11 20 8
Storm H20, LLC 12 <] 12 11 o] g 59 1
Sutron Corporation ' 14 11 13 g 12 13 72 13
TEX Science and Engineering 7 7 8 13 ki 7 53 10
Vanasse Hangen Brustiin, Inc. & i2 7 5 & 8 41 &
The Evaluation Committee agrees to short-list the following firms: 8CI Engincers & Solentists, Inc.
oom

£ Sciences, Inc,

MACTEC Engineering & Consuiting, inc.
Reiss Environmental, inc.

Vanasse Hangen Brustiin, ine,

z‘ll.& iy

arignne Pluchin

¢ Gloria Eby (/

Kk Ornberg Q



SEMINOLE COUNTY NPDES CONSULTANT CONTRACT

Consultant Services
Exhibit "A"

SCOPE OF SERVICES



SCOPE OF SERVICES

L PURPOSE:

The Seminole County Government, desires the professional services of a CONSULTANT
to assist the Roads Stormwater Division in NPDES related compliance issues, including but
not limited to inspections, monitoring, and assessment of County-owned facilities, in
accordance with National Poliutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) applications
and permits. The analyses and recommendations provided by the CONSULTANT will

provide valuable input into the development of new pregrams and comp!tance with NPDES
mandated programs.

. POTENTIAL WORHK EFFORTS

For the support of NPDES mandated programs the CONSULTANT may perform the
following typical tasks including but not limited to:

A, Facilities Inventory/Mapping and Surveving:

Coordinate with FDOT District 5 and the seven incorporated Cifies {Allamonte
Springs, Casselberry, Lake Mary, Longwood, Oviedo, Sanford and Winter Springs)
to assess, evaluate and compile information from available sources, for the

inventory maintenance of COUNTY specific stormwater management facilities.
Other activities include:

Assess and evaluate information obtained thiough the NPDES application process.
Assess and evaluate existing COUNTY, FDOT District 5, and Municipal information.

Coordinate with COUNTY personnel and sompile information to maintain and
supplernent the sxisting inventory.

This inventory may consist of, but is not fimited to:

Storm sewer systems (l.e., culvert location, size, type, age).

Natural and man-made drainage features (i.e., watercourses, ditches).
Watershed and basinh delineation,

Drainage patterns and connectivity,

Structural controls (i.e., retention/detention ponds, discharge struclures, ete.)
- Dischargers to COUNTY's M84.

- Drainage and conservation easements,

- Land use information.
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Mapping/surveying services may also include the field verification of drainage
systemn features and locations, where required.

B. Facility Maintenance and Inspection Sysfem:

implement the stormwater facility maintenance and inspection management
program,

- Coordinate with COUNTY personnel fo consolidate and streamline
COUNTY's stormwater facility inspection and mainienance program fo
include County Standards and the requirements of NPDES, WMD, and cther
agency permits.

C. Field Inspections:

Conduct inspections of COUNTY sformwater controls (ponds, retention/detention
fagilifles).

- Inspect assigned stormwater facilities and outfalls and submit written reports
in accordance with COUNTY and permitting agency criteria,  The
CONSULTANT is to provide field personnel that are trained and exparienced
in this type of inspection service. The CONSULTANT is {o provide staff
certified in the application of various Erosion and Sediment Control practices.

Conduct inspections of permitted construction activities,

- inspect assigned construction sites and submit written reports in accordance
with COUNTY and NPDES permitting agency criteria. The CONSULTANT is
o provide staff certified in the application of various Erosion and Sediment
Control practices.

- Perform requested weater quality monitoring on assigned construction sites
and submit reports in accordance with permit conditions.

o Conduet inspections of and perform water quality sampling on NPDES
designated cuifalls, in accordance with COUNTY's NPDES Permits.

D. Surface Water Management Svstomn Retrofite:

The CONSULTANT may be required fo provide design drawings for pond retrofits
that have been identified for County stormwater ponds as a result of ongoing
NPDES pond inspections. A re-design andfor retrofit may be necessary in ordsr to
maximize the poliutant removal efficiency of identified ponds. Services should
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include compilation of engineering design drawings and all other necessary
information to effectively obtain approval from the St. Johns River Water
Management District to conduct the proposed retrofits.  The use of low impact
design criteria may also be incorporated into the proposed pond retrofits.

E. NPDES Annual Report Preparation;

Prepare the NPDES annual report consistent with the COUNTY's permit
requirements. Prepare the application for the resubmittal of the COUNTY's third,
five-year NPDES permit.

F. TMDL Development:

Assist County/FDEP staff in the development of TMDL's (Total Maximum Daily
Loads) for “impaired” water bodies/segments. Prepare interlocal agreements as it
relates to TMDL and/or NPDES activities. Coordinate with the COUNTY's NPDES
co-applicants and TMDL stakeholders where necessary throughout the execution of
this contract. :

G. Tmaining:
Provide facilities, materials, and personne! for NPDES training activities, including
but not limiled to, erosioh and sediment control fraining, pond inspections and

stormwater operator certification. Provide and/or develop materials for NPDES
public information programs.

H. Vegetation Monitoring:

Conduct upland and/or wetland vegetation monitoring, including report preparation
in accordance with applicable state and federal permits.
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